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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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5) K Claim(s) 25-42 is/are allowed. 
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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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FINAL ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
admitted prior art taken with the conventional state of the art as evidenced by Dyckma 
(US Patent No. 1,943.658), Jedlicka et al. (US Patent No. 4,954,197). Bussard (US 
Patent No. 4,838,965), and Bethea (US Patent No. 4,324,605). 

The Admitted Prior Art discloses a method of manufacturing a driveshaft that is 
balanced for rotation about an axis by providing a driveshaft that is unbalanced for 
rotation about an axis, providing a balance weight, and providing an adhesive material 
between the rotatably unbalanced driveshaft and the balance weight to adhere the 
balance weight at a location for balancing the unbalanced driveshaft for rotation about 
an axis and curing the adhesive to provide a driveshaft that is balanced for rotation 
about an axis (page 1, line 26 to page 2, line 20). 

It is considered well known and considered conventional in the art of bonding two 
articles together to move the two articles toward each other with a first portion of 
adhesive between the articles and a second portion of the adhesive not disposed 
between the two articles in order to form a flange to more securely bond the articles 
together. For example, Dyckma discloses a method of bonding beads to fabric where 



Application/Control Number: 08/997,202 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1733 

the adhesive between the articles is pressed so that a portion of adhesive spreads 
beyond the periphery of the bead in order to form a flange around the bead that 
embraces the bead and insures retention of the bead on the fabric (column 2, lines 60- 
75). Jedlicka discloses another example where a chip is adhesively bonded to a 
substrate and a portion of the adhesive extends beyond the periphery of the chip in 
order to more securely bond the articles together (column 3, lines 5-68). Bussard also 
discloses an example of adhering a holograph to a substrate where adhesive between 
the two articles is pressed and squeezed out to form a flange that retains the hologram 
on the substrate with a more secure bond (column 2, line 64 to column 3, line 8). 
Finally, Bethea also discloses a method of adhesively bonding a tile to a substrate 
where the tiles are pressed into the adhesive forming a second portion of adhesive that 
extends beyond the periphery of the tile in order to anchor the tiles until the adhesive 
cures (abstract lines 11-15, column 2 lines 10-40, column 6, lines 47-55, and figures 4 
and 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the method of adhering a balance weight to a driveshaft as shown 
by the Admitted Prior Art by moving the weight toward the driveshaft toward one 
another such that a first portion of adhesive is between the weight and the driveshaft 
and a second portion of adhesive is not disposed between the weight and driveshaft as 
it is considered a conventional expedient of one of ordinary skill in the art of bonding 
and as further exemplified by the art taken as a whole in order to more securely bond 
the articles to each other as shown in Dyckma, Jedlicka et al., Bussard, and Bethea. 
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The claims also recite the limitation that the second portion of adhesive material 
is initially cured to temporarily retain the weight on the driveshaft and subsequently the 
first portion of the adhesive material is cured to permanently retain the weight on the 
driveshaft. Such a limitation is met with the use of a variety of well known and 
conventional curable adhesives. For example, when a solvent based adhesive is used, 
the area of the adhesive exposed to the atmosphere (the second portion) will cure prior 
to the adhesive between the two articles. Such a limitation is also met if a moisture cure 
adhesive is utilized, the area of adhesive exposed to the moisture in the atmosphere 
(second portion) will cure prior to the area of adhesive between the articles (first 
portion). This limitation is also met when external sources of curing agents (such as 
heat or ultra violet radiation) are used to cure the adhesive. The portion of adhesive 
(the second portion) which is closest to or directly exposed to the curing device (the 
heat or UV rays) will cure prior to the adhesive between the two articles (the first 
portion). 

Alternatively, it is well known in the art to provide temporary securement of 
articles in the manufacturing industry by curing only a portion of the adhesive in order to 
allow for further processing until the entire adhesive is cured and the articles are 
permanently secured. For example, Jedlicka discloses that the second portion of the 
adhesive (the adhesive not between the chip and the substrate) is cured by an 
accelerated curing process (UV light) in order to temporarily hold the chip in place until 
the chip is permanently secured to the substrate by subsequent curing of the first 
portion of adhesive (column 3, lines 5-68; column 4, lines 10-20). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the 
method of securing a balanced weight to a driveshaft by the method as shown by the 
Admitted Prior Art, Dyckma, Jedlicka et al., Bussard, and Bethea by initially curing the 
second portion of adhesive in order to temporarily hold the weight on the driveshaft until 
the first portion is subsequently cured to permanently retain the weight on the driveshaft 
as it is considered well known in the bonding arts and well within the purview of one of 
ordinary skill in the art and further exemplified by Jedlicka. Only the expected results 
would be attained. 

3. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
admitted prior art taken with the conventional state of the art as evidenced by Dyckma 
(US Patent No. 1,943,658), Jedlicka et al. (US Patent No. 4,954,197). Bussard (US 
Patent No. 4,838,965), and Bethea (US Patent No. 4,324,605) as taken with Ellis, Jr. 
(US Patent No. 4,998,448) and Fritz (US Patent No. 4,895,551). 

The Admitted Prior Art discloses a method of manufacturing a driveshaft that is 
balanced for rotation about an axis by providing a driveshaft that is unbalanced for 
rotation about an axis, providing a balance weight, and providing an adhesive material 
between the rotatably unbalanced driveshaft and the balance weight to adhere the 
balance weight at a location for balancing the unbalanced driveshaft for rotation about 
an axis and curing the adhesive to provide a driveshaft that is balanced for rotation 
about an axis (page 1 , line 26 to page 2, line 20). 

It is considered well known and considered conventional in the art of bonding two 
articles together to move the two articles toward each other with a first portion of 
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adhesive between the articles and a second portion of the adhesive not disposed 
between the two articles in order to form a flange to more securely bond the articles 
together. For example, Dyckma discloses a method of bonding beads to fabric where 
the adhesive between the articles is pressed so that a portion of adhesive spreads 
beyond the periphery of the bead in order to form a flange around the bead that 
embraces the bead and insures retention of the bead on the fabric (column 2, lines 60- 
75). Jedlicka discloses another example where a chip is adhesively bonded to a 
substrate and a portion of the adhesive extends beyond the periphery of the chip in 
order to more securely bond the articles together (column 3, lines 5-68). Bussard also 
discloses an example of adhering a holograph to a substrate where adhesive between 
the two articles is pressed and squeezed out to form a flange that retains the hologram 
on the substrate with a more secure bond (column 2, line 64 to column 3, line 8). 
Finally, Bethea also discloses a method of adhesively bonding a tile to a substrate 
where the tiles are pressed into the adhesive forming a second portion of adhesive that 
extends beyond the periphery of the tile in order to anchor the tiles until the adhesive 
cures (abstract lines 11-15, column 2 lines 10-40, column 6, lines 47-55, and figures 4 
and 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide the method of adhering a balance weight to a driveshaft as shown 
by the Admitted Prior Art by moving the weight toward the driveshaft toward one 
another such that a first portion of adhesive is between the weight and the driveshaft 
and a second portion of adhesive is not disposed between the weight and driveshaft as 
it is considered a conventional expedient of one of ordinary skill in the art of bonding 
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and as further exemplified by the art taken as a whole in order to more securely bond 
the articles to each other as shown in Dyckma, Jedlicka et al., Bussard, and Bethea. 

The claims also recite the limitation that the second portion of adhesive material 
is initially cured to temporarily retain the weight on the driveshaft and subsequently the 
first portion of the adhesive material is cured to permanently retain the weight on the 
driveshaft. In the driveshaft balance art, it is well known to accelerate the adhesive by 
using external sources. For example, Ellis discloses curing an adhesive for balancing a 
driveshaft by using heat, UV or IR for accelerating the curing time of the adhesive 
(column 2, lines 1-6, column 3, lines 19-39). Also, Fritz discloses accelerating the 
adhesive used in balancing a drive shaft by heating, UV or IR (column 2, liners 1-10, 
column 3, lines 50-55). Clearly, the portion of the adhesive directly exposed to the 
accelerated curing means (the second portion) will cure initially, prior to the adhesive 
between the balanced weight and the driveshaft. 

Alternatively, it is well known in the art to provide temporary securement of 
articles in the manufacturing industry by curing only a portion of the adhesive in order to 
allow for further processing until the entire adhesive is cured and the articles are 
permanently secured. For example, Jedlicka discloses that the second portion of the 
adhesive (the adhesive not between the chip and the substrate) is cured by an 
accelerated curing process (UV light) in order to temporarily hold the chip in place until 
the chip is permanently secured to the substrate by subsequent curing of the first 
portion of adhesive (column 3, lines 5-68; column 4, lines 10-20). One of ordinary skill 
in the art would recognize that the second portion of adhesive in the method of 
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balancing a driveshaft as shown by the admitted prior art and Dyckma, Jedlicka et al., 
Bussard, and Bethea would cure initially to the first portion of adhesive when exposing 
the adhesive to an external accelerating curing source as well known in the driveshaft 
art as shown by Ellis and Fritz. One of ordinary skill in the art would further recognize 
temporarily securing the balance weight to the driveshaft by initially curing the second 
portion of adhesive to allow further processing prior to subsequent curing of the first 
portion of adhesive. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to provide the method of securing a balanced weight to a driveshaft 
by the method as shown by the Admitted Prior Art, Dyckma, Jedlicka et al., Bussard, 
and Bethea by initially curing the second portion of adhesive in order to temporarily hold 
the weight on the driveshaft until the first portion is subsequently cured to permanently 
retain the weight on the driveshaft as it is considered well known in the bonding arts and 
well within the purview of one of ordinary skill in the art and further exemplified by 
Jedlicka particularly since it is known to use accelerated means for curing adhesive in 
the driveshaft balancing art as shown by Ellis and Fritz. Only the expected results 
would be attained. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 25-42 are allowed for the reasons as set forth in paragraphs 6 and 7 of 
the prior Office Action, paper number 18. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed August 14, 2003 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 
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Applicant argues on pages 2 and 3 that the references Dyckma, Jedlicka, 
Bussard and Bethea are all non-analogous art relative to the claimed invention, that 
none of these references are within the field of applicant's endeavor, that none of the 
references are reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the inventor 
was concerned, and each of the references relate to attaching an article to a static or 
non-rotatable structure while the claimed invention is associated with the securement of 
an article to a movable structure. The references Dyckma, Jedlicka, Bussard and 
Bethea are cited to exemplify a well known bonding concept across the gambit of the 
adhesive bonding arts. It is a well known technique to bond an article to a larger article 
by allowing a portion of the adhesive to extends beyond the periphery of the article in 
order to more securely bond the articles together. As to the argument that the invention 
is associated with the securement of an article to a movable structure while the 
references relate to attaching an article to a static or non-rotatable structure, the 
structure in the claimed invention is not rotated and is static during the application of the 
article to the structure. The problem solved by the prior art of securely bonding a piece 
to a larger structure is the same as applicants. The commonality lies in the concept of 
adhesively bonding articles together. Using the well known technique of bonding a 
piece by allowing a portion of the adhesive to extend beyond the piece in Applicant's 
environment would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in order to 
develop a stronger and quicker bond between the articles. Only the expected results 
would be attained. 
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Conclusion 

6. This is a Request for Continues Examination of applicant's earlier Application No. 
08/997,202. All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier 
application and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the 
next Office action if they had been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, THIS 
ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no, however, event will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gladys J Piazza Corcoran whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-1271. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5:30pm (alternate 
Fridays off). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Ball can be reached on (703) 308-2058. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 





JEt5H.AFTiaGyT 
PRI^ylARY EXAMINER 
GROUP 1300 



